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SECTION I
INTRODUCTION

The effects of external store carriage on aircraft performance can be
significant, especially for fighter aircraft carrying fuel tanks or air to
ground weapons. Degradation in top speed and range must be accurately
estimated to determine if a particular store configuration is practical from
a mission standpoint. Flight testing can provide answers, but it is extremely
expensive and time consuming. For this reason, only selected aircraft loadings
are usually tested.

To estimate performance parameters for a greater number of configurations,
wind tunnel test data areofcen used. A scale model of the clean aircraft and one
with the aircraft loaded with the store configuration of interest is tested.
Curves of 1ift versus drag coefficient are constructed, and the drag increment
due to external stores is calculated for a particular flight condition, i.e.,
lift coefficient.

Because of the nature of any measurement process, an uncertainty is
associated with the wind tunnel data. The total data uncertainty is a com-
bination of uncertainties in tunnel test conditions, model positioning, and
model instrumentation. Since the 1ift coefficient value for the flight con-
dition of interest rarely appears as a test point, a fitted curve must be
constructed from the data. This curve fit process is another source of possible
uncertainty. This report investigates the uncertainty associated with wind
tunnel drag data and presents a method that can be used to calculate it for a

specific flight condition of interest.
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SECTION II

GENERAL METHOD OF UNCERTAINTY CALCULATION

Uncertainty associated with CD at a given condition is caused by
uncertainties in the measurement process and those induced by the curve fit
procedure. This requires that the uncertainties associated with each factor
be propagated to arrive at a final result. The method chosen here is the Taylor
series method of error propagation.

A derivation of the Taylor series method can be found in Reference 1. Some
of the assumptions used in the derivation are:

1. Response, Z, is defined as a function of the measured variables
Xis Xo0 veey X o

n

2. Z is continuous in the neighborhood of uxl, u VI

Xp? "7 xn x;’

My,? oo Yy are the mean values associated with x;, X3, ..., X which all have
n

error distributions about the point of interest.

9 e ey

3. Z has continuous partial derivatives in the vicinity of Hy s M
1

X2
u
Xn
4. Xyy Xgs oens X, are independent of each other.
5. (ux1 - X1)s (ux2 = X3)s eees (uxn - xn) are small or
3%z , 3%z , ..., 3%z are small or zero.
7 2 2
BXI BXZ X

n

The assumptions will be satisfied if the functions considered are restricted

to smooth curves near the point of interest with no discontinuities and with higher

order derivatives either small or zero.

The results of the derivation show that:




If

Z=f(x1, Xos seey Xn) (1)
then
1
P 3z 2 52 2 2z 2 0k
S(Z) # b5y a1+ 155 S(xe)) e g S(x,)1 1 (2)
where S(Z), S(X;), S(X3), ..., S(Xn) are the precision indices of the response,
Z, and the variables X;, X5, ..., Xn' The precision index is the computed

standard deviation of the measurements (i.e., random error). It is defined as

- %
S=| oy (x»i)ﬂ (3)

Xi and x are, of course, the value of x of a particular point and the mean
value of x, respectively. If the sample size is large, the precision index is
approximately equal to the actual population standard deviation (o) associated
with the random variable Z.

Depending on the confidence level attached to the response, the uncer-
tainty is simply a function of the precision index or standard deviation.
This assumes that no bias or systematic errors are present. For drag increments
caused by external stores, this is a reasonable assumption. The drag increments
are calculated as differences between data taken during one test with the same
model and instrumentation. While bias errors may be present, they are approximately
equal for different model configurations. When the increment is determined, the
bias errors should drop out. This assumption is of critical importance in the
following discussions. It would not be true if raw data from separate tests
were compared or if different instrumentation was used during one test.

For the case of interest, C_ and Cp are both random variables since both
are measured during testing. With the assumption that measured values of CL
and Cp are normally distributed with mean values ucL and HCp: the uncertainty

associated with Cp on the fitted C; - Cp curve is found as follows.




Figure 1 shows a number of data points. From aerodynamic considerations,

Cp is considered a second order polynomial function of C . That is:
= -2
Cph=2, +a C *+aC (4)
Using the regression coefficients ag» 31s and a,, the values of Cp at the data

point (C_ ) and the flight condition of interest (CLz) can be found.

- 2
D, =% * A G *taC (5)

=a taC ta CLE (6)

Lo

The difference between the values of CD is:

- = = - 2 _ ¢ 2
CD2 CD1 ACD a; (CL2 CLl) + az(CL2 CLl ) (7)
Cp, can be redefined in terms of Cp, and aCy.
= = - 2 _ 2
Cp, = Cp,*8Cp = Cp, + & (c:L2 cLl) + a, (cL2 CLI) (8)
Now assume that
C92= f (CDI’ CLl, CLz) (9)
Using the Taylor series method of error propagation:
2 , 2
S(Cp. ) 0 S(Ch )y o+ 0 s(c, ) o s(¢, ) IR
= +
D, {[9C D, ] [BC L, ] [BC L, 1}
D L L,

The partial derivatives in Ecuation (10) can easily be evaluated from the

definition of C, 1in Equation (8).

D,
They are:

ac

2 (11a)
BCDI
3C

D,
—_— = - + 23, C (11b)
acLl (2 2 Ll)
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(11c)

The term% S(CDI), S(CLI)’ and S(CLZ) in Equation (10) require interpretation.
They are the precision indices of CD and CL at point 1 and that of CL at point
2. The CL at point 2 is simply the desired flight condition. It can be thought
of as a mathematical and not a random variable and can be exactly defined.
Therefore:

S(CLz) =0 (12)

CL1 is a measured data point, and because of this, it is a random variable
with a mean and standard deviation. S(CLI) can be thouaght of as the uncertainty
associated with the measurement process. If S(CL) is constant or it changes

slowly in the vicinity of the flight condition of interest, S(CL ) should be a
1

close approximation to the value that S(CL) would have if C, were a measured

L, ,
data point. Figure 2 indicates that S(CL) does not vary much over the angle of |

attack range of interest (a = 2 - 60). Because of this, S(C, ), where CLl is |

L
the data point nearest the flight condition of interest, can ée used to indicate
2 the uncertainty associated with the measurement process. Calculation of S(CL)
is discussed in Section III.

Recall that the value of CDl used in Equation (8) to define CD2 was not the
measured value at CLl; it was the value obtained from the curve fit equation.

In other words:

| :

= 2
p, = % * A CL1 tap (2 (13)

2
Therefore, S(CDI) is actually the precision index of CDl’ S , introduced by the

curve fit process. A method for calculating S(CDI) is found in Section IV.

Given the values of S(CLI) and S(ch)’ the final calculation of the uncertainty

in CD at a given flight condition can be performed as follows:

6
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U (CD) =t S (14)
tn is the nth percentile point for the two tailed, student "t" distribution.
Various percentiles or confidence levels can be chosen. The following discussion
is based on a 95-percent confidence level. The ninety-fifth percentile point,
ty.95, depends on the number of degrees of freedom, which is a measure of the
sample size used to determine the precision index. For S(CLI)’ tp. 95 is usually
taken equal to 2 since S(CL) js based on a large sample size. This value is not
appropriate to use for S(CD). The Aircraft Compatibility Branch uses a five-point
curve fit around the appropriate CL to find CD. For this case, the degrees of
freedom are:

v=n-k-1=2 (15)
where:

n - number of points used =5

k - number of variables in regression equation = 2 (i.e., CL, CLZ)
For two degrees of freedom:

ty_ 95 = 4.303
The equation for uncertainty can be rewritten as:

%

u(cy) = {[to.gsc S(Cnl)]2 + [to.gsc (a +2a, cLl) S(CLI)]2} (16a)
D L

%

2 2 2 2
{4.3032 s(C )2 + 2 [(a1 + 2a2 cLl) s(cLl)] } (16b)

1

The value U(CD) is the uncertainty in drag coefficient at a given flignt
condition for a given configuration. More important is the uncertainty in the drag
increment between the clean aircraft and the aircraft with the external stores.

The increment is defined as:

-C (17)
DC]ean

ACn = C
D DStores

From Reference 1, the uncertainty is:

Uacy) = e, 2+ ulcy )2 (18)
Stores Clean

8
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SECTION III
DATA POINT PRECISION INDEX
Section Il described a method to calculate drag data uncertainties for

a point on a fitted CL-CD curve. Because of the random nature of the assumed

independent variable, C, , the final calculation for U(CD) requires a value
for the precision index of CL' This can be done in the following manner:
CL can be defined as:

C 1

L =ﬁ—»[FN (cos o cosIM + sin a sinIM) (19)
+ FA (cos a sinIM - sin a cosIM)]
If
CL = f(xl, Xos oons Xn) (20)

then the Taylor series method of error propagation yields:

s(c) = @ L S(xy)]2 + [if£ S(x)12 + ... #] o

ZLoS(x )]2} (21)
} X1 3o ax_

n
It is apparent that the equations become more and more complex as the
number of independent parameters increases. In addition, these variables
must be independent or nearly so of each other for Equation (21) to hold.
Assumptions need to be made on the nature of the measurements. These are:
(1) The uncertainties associated with some of the independent
parameters are sufficiently small that their effects on the uncertainty
of the dependent parameter are negligible. This is assumed to be the case

for IM and A.

(2) The measured forces, FN and FA, are independent of one another.

Using these two assumptions, it can be said:

. C = f (FN, o, FA, Q) (22)
Therefore:
s(c,) = {[E;% S(FN)J2 + 125 S(a) )2 +[ L S(FA)]2 + [ “%osi (2
] da Q

9
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After evaluating the partial derivatives, Equation (23) may be rewritten
as:
S(CL) = {[(cos a cosIM + sin a sinIM) §ig%l]2 + [CD S{a)]?
+ [(cos « sinIM - sin a cosIM) 515%1 12+ [CL §191]2}% (24)

For a given test point, o, IM, Q, A, Cp, and C, are defineg. S(FN), S(FA),
S{a), and S{Q) are functions of test conditions and instrumentation. Equations
for these parameters can be developed in a manner similar to that used for
Equation (24). S(o) and S(Q) depend on the wind tunnel where the data are taken.
S(FN) and S(FA) are dependent on the tunnel and model instrumentation. Equations
to calculate the quantities for a specific case of interest should be obtained
from the applicable test facility. The computer program described in Section
V uses equations that apply to the Aerodynanmic Wind Tunnel (PWT/4T) at Arnold

Engineering Development Center (AEDC).

10




SECTION IV
CURVE FIT PRECISION INDEX
A method to determine the precision index of CL for use in Equation (16)

was just described in Section III. The other input required to solve for U(CD) is
S(CDI). Recall that it was defined as the precision index of the curve fit process.
To calculate this quantity, certain assumptions on the nature of the CD data
are made. These are:

@] CD js a random variable.

(2) At a given Cs possible values of Cp are approximately normally

distributed.

(3) Over the CL range where the curve fit is applied, S(CD) is nearly
constant. This allows a simplified curve fit procedure to be used (see pp 106-108,
Reference 2).

Since it is possible to calculate S(CD) for a given data point in a manner
similar to that used for S(CL)’ the validity of the third assumption can be
verified. Figure 3 shows a typical example. The angle of attack region of
interest is about 2 to 6 degrees. As the figure indicates, S(CD) does not vary

significantly over this range.

Recall from Section II, the CL-CD curve is assumed to be of the form
r ' Cp=a,+a1C +ayC? (25)
For a second order curve fit, the normal equations to solve for as a,
a, are, in matrix form:
(8] [a] = [4] (26)

‘ where

11
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Figure 3. Precision Index of Drag Coefficient versus Angle of Attack
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r C I C
j=1 b =t N
(8] = n n 2 n 3
r C : C : C
=1 L i1 Yy =1 Y4 (27)
n n n
5 cL2 5 cl_3 b cL“
j=1 b4 j=1 4§ j=t Y
[ a
[a] = a (28)
az
n
$ C
j=1 D
: )
_ : C ¢C (29
f) =1 a0 4 D
n 2
: C
j=1 b 04
. .

Solution for the regression coefficients is given by:

(a] = (8] " [g]

Where [B]™! is the inverse of [B]. For a five-point curve fit, n is equal to five.

In this study, the value of S(C.) is based on the mean response u
D CDICL C

The term y
CDICL’CLQ

In other words, if many values of CD were measured at a given CL’ the mean of

may be thoughtof as the true value of CD for a given CL.

C, would tend to u as the sample size increased to infinity. Based
D Col €, 5

on this, S(CD) is defined as:
S(Cy) = s/ 1x°) 187 [x ]

(31)

13
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where

S = estimated sample standard deviation

- 121 [Cp, = (3, + a1 Oy + a2 C4%)]2 * (32)
. n-k-1
SR LT (33)
o
%o = | G (34)
e

The FC subscript indicates the flight condition of interest where the calculation

is made. For a more detailed discussion of the method used to calculate

S(Cp), see a statistics text such as Reference 3.

14




SECTION V
COMPUTER PROGRAM AND SAMPLE CALCULATION

Appendix A contains a computer program developed in the Aircraft Compatibility
Branch to calculate uncertainties in drag coefficient where CD is found from a
fitted CL-CD curve. Required inputs are explained in the program. The uncertainty
can be determined for confidence levels of 99, 95, 90, and 80 percent, i.e.,

x percent of measured data points should Tie within the uncertainty band above
and below the fitted curve. The confidence level is changed by using different
t values as explained in Section II.

As noted earlier, the equations used to define S(CL) are applicable to the
four-foot transonic wind tunnel at AEDC. Changes would be required for other
tunnels.

Assumptions are made to simplify the equations for S(CL). These include:

(1) Only aircraft pitch excursions are considered, i.e., gz0.

(2) Uncertainty in angle of attack is constant and equal to 0.1 degree.

(3) S(a) equals one half the uncertainty in o (0.05 degree).

(4) A small sting roll angle is assumed (0.04 degree).

(5) Model weight does not vary between configurations.

(6) To a first approximation, model angle of attack is equal to
sting pitch angle.

(7) Balance uncertainties [S(FNB), S(FAB)] are functions of normal and
axial forces only (i.e., no side load or rolling moment interactions are present).

(8) There is no model roll angle relative to the balance.

(9) The precision indices of model weight measured by axial and normal
force gages are equal to the precision indices of the balance.

(10) Tunnel total pressure is less than 1500 1bs/ft?.

(11) S(M) is constant and equal to 0.002 which is 40 percent of the

uncertainty.

15
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The assunptions are reasonable for the data of interest. Only pitch excursions

are considered because the performance problem concerns mainly flight at a constant
angle of attack.

Appendix A contains sample calculations of U(CD) for a specific case. The
example is for a clean aircraft at M = 0.8 and CL = 0.3. If the equation for
U(CD) is examined using the values of S(CD) and S(CL) from the example,
it shows that most of the uncertainty in CD is a result of the curve fit. Note
all the confidence levels are shown in the example, and U(CD) decreases as the
confidence level is lowered. To be more precise, the values S(FN), S(FA), S(a),
and S(Q) used to find S(CL) should be redefined for each confidence level
instead of using the 95-percent values. Since the contribution of S(CL) to U(CD)

is not large, this is not significant.

16




SECTION VI
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
A method has been presentéd that shows how drag coefficient uncertainties can
be calculated for wind tunnel data. Because of the need to examine CD as

a function of CL, the uncertainties in C. are due both to the uncertainties in

D
C, and those of the curve fit. While the method of calculating the precision

L
index of the curve fit is general, that used to determine S(CL) will depend on
the wind tunnel and particular test instrumentation. Consultation with the
applicable test facility will be necessary to work out suitable equations for
S(CL).

The example given in Appendix A indicates that the uncertainty can be fairly
large for a high confidence level. Reducing the confidence level results in a
considerably smaller uncertainty. It would be very useful if data uncertainties

associated with flight tests were given a thorough analysis. Determination of

these uncertainties would increase the confidence in performance estimates based

on flight test data.
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APPENDIX A

COMPUTER PROGRAM FOR UNCERTAINTY CALCULATION

19

Wb LT DAY, b . B A L




FTN G,8:¢518
T6=CUTAUTY

INPYTLTEPE

02T7=0 TFACE

TL/T4
P2L37AM UNCFRUINPYTOUTPUT,,TAPES

- -
-l - - bt Ll
Y] (L] [ [ e
- Z w u w w
z - z c © T i [« 4 s
ED [C) o - T - T W Ze >
[ [ - n - - > O o ©
oW w o [ W —~ X g 0 ~wu B =1 oot
Ll ¢ e u o et = 4 o o S D o rz) -
W= - o < - o - % - - © No u A -
[T 4 Qe - aJd O w - w o ~ ”
[FRITR gl - § wee r4 O =l U, - - W Yz O - -t -
o 7= Wi Qe ) >F Wi - [Z] [ =1 T A0 W L4 (4]
Iy dg X0 - T wZ o~ Z > W -4 — LI - W » -
c O e VW ) wd CD UL - a v (& xr «a 2 L3 [
OZ - <t Z Q. - - e e zZ W (=} [&] [ a [=) . -
qOQZO = TWE mY waE O ¥ ™ [ L - O Zw D x -
0 DWW a CuD Dur OF KO e _i0 (<} nz . - * L =D S z — -
Ch it © =V we- a «Z e w Z Su Xz o L (V] [=} L4 %]
Ny B =2 CZ ~C O Xuwao r « Vo - (&) w € »-C a — . .
ZWow-0 O a«ap - - ZX Qe [ wno z (o) T w o (& - - -
- au o z O S~ cCZzZ-2D T WOt - L o «»vn on < X .
WXL o - b =2 LOC I ooaouw [« 7S - D x v -~ e &N Coe
> wZ o adX IO Lt o Ll C =-rcttu [ () Cat o - - < am
~Z WO wo O a0ZN —ula o mOu W w Oa »n »0 Z¥Y w < Z [ and
ZWeOF— = Zn2 4G < - Ou L WUVg “ auw e - X ™) u. Z W c N u Ve
- e o~ A4 QARLCLINZC OQ WO L) [%] [ —uw Z 09 =O [
L 'S el A D =ZY ) T =D . O Va«aY (1) O C 1w Cu [} x * Om
-0k ©~ D7D MZDvr ITw wiui LU FIE A - - wea D e -3 " N Om
") [ w OO DZZudaaxa viLOCO - e Zu L= - w = “uw < e ZV o
WL Z ogu & -t Z ar Wiy v @ =XO> [ 7] x w« I Ww uI (] @O Zeuna
QO > © LMN-em T QX nZe 000 = nazea T e O - e = UNY L= = o 4D
I 2Z2Q = o UK ZOLEQy. -dOdu L o - « 4 Wt O o~ o« SN X
D> © CudATe--0n10 C eZ+u O w2 v, w —&0 WO CUN - na NQ @
e O TCANE X i waAy - O o - Ll wZ o el e W AT & pum
woz> w a OV ZuCoOJd-Zidgaa L4 on -7 ut (&) > «a X Z w s NCOM
Y et & zZz OULOEZONC AT e (ST 4 uw wo - w —a OV, W TEAYWN ow
0T Q& LCCrOZOMau ZZOHXA X [&] ~ u o> w ® N Gy O X * ey o2
Orr - T e CaO >xqOa [T wZ C ow u L ED WV v - N 0 X O
V ageC v OO 0Z2ab Wy Olua L a - a [ el g we = O Ve NZeu v o N
Wl = QaZCcuwlreunn O C o <3 « u VusZo (&) - Wa LN W XN NT e~
-Xxo IO DI DL w2 S — [T T AT Y & T a Lad G « O —_u < el
dOZWD a OIDEN +=ul 0 =OdUa0da v > [Zala BN N 20 Wl ol By w» ey v - e L~
D00 = ZLIT D eqCF WVNZar7 & W W - Zaao OO~ 06 wire w X eI
Dy ZC Ui =OLI Uikt G0 daAd ST o R oo D7 QAL Osdpal —e O OO Gu. a a N MNa
OLuIX £ = QuVa>CLwZ SQudad« -4 'Y Q= g = [re o« 1Z T (7.2 I
@ T = O VoW DWrIaPgd 1axXay g 0O Zr =YYW e Z e g WEO D e Nt
aACku Z O o LOZV.CarOrLZC0ccwC u > o e U Deday - o o c T & O o xQ T
O St Caa AUV QLT INIOCIO - - aZ070nLWn CO T PV el W R T
w e O WO =L0Zc ZrOYNZNe (L =] vl u " >0UO0W * o A >a IOt a4
IXL2Z> Z ITZZrLiodA -Ouxoa zZ Zis: 2 Y © . [ Z uol U 0 X»>Uae
CCDO = Dagau 70 arLiLed > A LB - 4 O g e=Cuiw Tu e O'De T A S Y
KW X VIO CIT ) MU Ll Ut x - XOQO U ge S -0 O O A0 - anocCwu
QT4 C UINNEQIOT 170 O, WAl L Cc v C qQF ZTu e IZ [L®) ~ NN NANw
CNOm|e 5 S 1ZUCHI1aAadd Ow> oY o j o) =2 [) N € e T VNl B nCT A Z2ZZZZ22
~ T o I OQR O TR TaZ <INt ua -+ v PdI It > —-_u > L «ay - coocco
GhACr—Y ©O HRODHACA I H e x o220 2Z0 (=70 - N I I OV IOV L D - oal Ll TYTYEXE
OFTu Wb I 19 ¢ ) 43 CUN priga g W gzt Wete GO - o W e N LESTXITXY
Wi T C TOALSIY e+’ et 4L uhu O - A3 ) JCC o O SeC - [alelolaTolA
C UC T W AVYIa e xNT v ) VAo wyw <aa et P B LS ol uCoce
TuL> X X I [~ X o = u
- - > - o - x - v

CCLU LLLLUICOLLLOLL VUCUOOVCOHOCCLLCOLCOUCLOCL COLOICOUETL LLCCOOLLMXICOLLLCOILOC

45
9
55
69
3




oPT=0 -TRACE

TPRITe

- PROGRAN UNCER

T
x102.“2‘ct TS)*®2,)2(SCLTS**2,)

S

S
| f | -
1 ! i |
| . I e _
o P P _
! oo [
: i :
! ! ! i f »
| : m i { i
i
I ' i i o X
| ) | . .o
a _ | i - mﬂ | Lo
! : [T T o
oo o & Iy
P! _ | e _0 x| ~
b b R 4 4 »
foo _ = -
' i m i -~ _, [
i . = - kv
| ! z iz .
T Q : { i Y] =l ) 3
Dw : h & e b4 "
- | } Q0
-y i i [
e e & |
- S A 3
: ! ‘ v W W W |
| - | | u o O !
;™ ' 00 -
[ . N [
| nNd R u - "
¢ S L o
| - : : L, W - L]
| ™ b t et O LT
- ¢ i H p 4 W W | wied
Nx : ; 3 ol I=3-
| ¢ OO 4 00
3 . e | "o i
- ; i [= 217 217 I o w00
I I Z ot LouDdle Y- ¥
Lot i W DD -« Win
b . TO X - ﬁ X e -~a ]
<aq«d (Z1" ¢ el NS L + 4 -~ ;
see - af mu> VINAZ Ot L oo i :
o b+ 4 TOTOM » P St D spooe { [
et fry ' 5 M OO0 eOX HMONmUL NSO +O000 ' ! :
ow o0 5 - X &N N AL ¢ ) ol X o% (X ! :
20400 .(Iﬂ - M Py G Ge N0 _Xe awadocK W | w
A © oot Nt LI it et i aifveo | @
//)Fl’l)\..rnnt.l L e I N e & Lt A0 'Y / o o0 SO O
LTt N OL AUNINOL ovd oN! oN oN 0% ol_q. 3 o oWT o XX .
NN, e pw o o(” CTOwD ) L RN
Z Z it U W LA _S(Yliﬂ.-lt(l(t Saae EaEEN N e wh
OOwAOwgwre ' LWRW L O T (Y, Weg W 0QOOwN N AN Ow
Y NEDHDDNLLTNT EnmT L ot TT F t 4 103 oddd_b Wb i 2= i
b et S S S Tl bt £ g S I
o >
_CCRFIRFRTF OX UL FIFHFQF_ﬁuH WC IIYTJVT TW -
1 : 1
! !
- Mo |~ - o L t _6 & iw N ™
. - - l .1 1 _ ' = o e |l &
P ; o - A R e
H ' ! ' t !
“ _ R
i , H i i i ' I !
: : . ! ! ! | ) ' . ! i
' ! i ! ; ~ ; i , : ; _
! . i i i _ “ _ ' X H
{ : . ! !
b L | “ . | | _ A
_ S o b
: © w o w r N ST S ol ' e
! © © B o |t e | 9w i o~
i . 1 : = v, W - | -t

THTHE UNCERTAINTY IN DRAG COEFFICIENT =4F12.4)

130




INT NEAREST THE FLIGHT

F NN2 ,SFNA2
#;S

ASgA5¢SMy SALPHAZATIM Ao AL7,ALS
+SFAAZ®%2,)%%,5)

stand

K294S
SQ4 SC
v

SLe

-0PF»8 FRACE— — ————————

SUBROUTINE SOCL

- -SUBROUTINE—SOCL— —— — Te/ P4

10

+CO0¥S.POI

Kie
SF
]

e et
(=1

_
_
i
1
j
i
|
'

|

'

5)%%2 ,4SFAB®S

P .-
T2)1%%,5

g"!;*SFNit"ii+"T§1'

2
253, 0(SINDIALPHAL*SHAL RS2, _ .

a«Qum
X7
[yl 17,1 JT 24
. QYo QNN o
R NOY IO
=ty
< o wB MEVIXD
q e i is IO
z ZET"
o000 o]
zFao®

0QOOO«L,
OV

o

Fxﬂ.‘ &
nNnunnhn
! '

t
|
i
|

$2, 1 *UIX2%AKL) 22,41 X3%AK29) *52,)

PHITI®*2,

o -———-

N2 X

-
Nwp Q%O O
=% WNGOO000
),

ol =

;

|
|
,
w

:

e=1e2% (ANACH®*2,)))/

SM

-
et O
o bt

S BSas
- A

:

!
|
|
|

3T+VARST)?

SINO(AIN)-SIND(ILPHA)'COSD(IIH')
+VAR

ozt

+25

AYSCOSDCATIMY +SIND (ALPHAI *SINDLAIMYY

VAR2P®S2,388,6 . ___________

.

this

S=SQRT(VARLT +¥AR2

|

|

END




“FIN 400510

OPY=0 TRACE

Tar7s4

SUBROUTINE SOFIT-

SUBROUTINE SOFIT

O FET

ION OF

-COEF
NDARD DEVIA

CLTS.COT

Q S¢POI
133 x0Pi81,813,30.6030,00030 .

(302731, X(1)

T
8
2
L]

|G X

10

15 .

NHBNZmomomommaaono H I 0t

U

1101‘1‘{231231’32220 o=t W n
MLt = » 0 ¢ & 5 0 & 5 UM\ EN Moo on o

IX IXITXZHNrtetONONAM NN T

DOOIDPOOwwwwwiwwwe 33 H0DDIDIO0Owwwd
ESDSSSSQBBBBBB“BBSSSDSSSCGGGC

_
t
o
!

3¢ -

36 . . .

Be3sADsALoAM)

CALL TO SYSTEM ROUTINE TO INVERT MATRIX 8

T CALL GMPRDUB,G,

+304}

VERSE OF B-BY 6. JO OBTAIN MATRIN.AC

: i e
| ' P
: ! e
e @
< b
o~ dn lNP:
| e dOU © W::.:lﬂw
B L2 ol
ISSET i
-
ERITE-2igases REd
=
JET SQS!CSX*XM"C“
! ' ) :
2 | e
o _ _ il
“ " { | : .
+ ' i
- ” ! | _
! ! .
! : _ H _
. ! !
S w
. ! i
I !
© : I - '
" . ! o |
; i ]

—&%

RO(XOPBoZrdeIsd)

c

2
x
T
[
(™S
-]
(=4
~N
X
z -
-t
- bt
- ®
]
(-] l=}
o o
- b
o0
-
Wi e
O « W
L 4 .
wm m
[ 3 4 17/
o) -t =t
Eﬂ (3 W
> »x [TV
Z! e e
- " L“
>» e
o N >
- E“
a 0 aX
O o | -
= a lw
. L4
> O b o
-l rt
[ ) o
- “
- o
- TH
]
z

§
1

...’. -

—78




- SUBROUTINE- SBFIT-— - -~ T&/76 = OPT=g TRAGE ——— — -~ ——FH4ade5te — |

g DEVIATION DUY TO CURVE FIT. ]
e e e XAEXLL)
SFIT2=SSN*x4
80 RE TURN
. . m————— c e e END - —_ - - - —— e —




N4 00510

“BLOCK DATA BLKOAT: — —74/T4 —OPT=8 TRACE

IEE G CKD
OMMON/A/PHIT ¢ SPHIL ¢SLoWgASyAGsSHs SALPHACATN AL AL+ AL8
- elxqfiiasoiilukiséazé kg bttt
COMMON/C /X1 oX2 o X 35 AKL s AK29s SF NN2+SFNA2
5 OATA PHIL,SPHT] ST oWyA5 Ae)ShySALPHALATN,A ALTo AL B/
S L W S5 i te S EITL FLUSY LT e R U 2L
<7552 000 ,, 080147
e R e R e
10 1 o393,03930,089,:767 * TTRester
o)
- s - W \ -




CURSNDY PR

MACH-NUMBER—=— — - ;799 - e e

WIND TUNNEL DATA POINTS

w823t - APPE— - (3326 2 kRS —— 263
_VALUES OF DRAG COEFFICIENT
0152 0169 0272

« 0468 «0803

- & IFT-COEFFICIENT -OF EINFEREST = - 43008 - —

CURVE FIT COEFFICIZNTS

T STANDARD DEVIAVION INCU = & 0PI ~—— — T 70 T

 STANDARD DEVIATION IN FIT = J0014 T
~ CONFIDENCE INTERVAL = 99, % S ) -

. - _JHE UNCERTAINTY IN DRAG COEFFICIENTY = . . 0139 . = _ .

26




COMRCH-NUMBER =~ 799 R s e e

WIND TUNNEL DATA POINTS

T VALUES OF LIFT COEFFICIFNT
s 823— - StTTE - $3326 - 4925 — i3t
VALUES OF ORAG COEFFICIENT _

«0152 « 0169 «0272 «0LES «0803

— —LEFT-COEFFICIENT OF INTEREST = -~ 3380y — ————— — -

CURVE FIT COEFFICIENTS
TR0 = L01684 o ST
AL = -.04606
e e = ?..-,._A —— - e e e e e e e e

T "STANDARD DEVIATYION IN CL = TLu033 T T -

" "STANDARD DEVIATION IN FIT = eote T T o T
" "CONFIDENCE INTERVAL = 95. % e

_ _THE UNCERTAINTY IN DRAG COSFFICIENT = _ — _ ,006% —

27




MACH NUMBER = ———P99— — - - oo

WIND TUNNEL DATA POINTS
" VALUES OF LIFT COEFFICIENT

- 5023t 4 ITE — 33— 5925
. VALUES OF DRAG COEFFICIENT

«0803

«0152 «0169 0272 « 0468

LIFF COEFFICIENT OF -EINTEREST = - — ,3080 —-

CURVE FIT COEFFICIENTS

A = ,01684
AL = -e 06606

- ARm - — - R259F—— — - - ———

"7 STANDARD DEVIATION IN CU = «UT3T

STANDARD DEVIATION IN FIT =  .0014

" CONFIDENGE INTERVAL = 98. X

THE UNCERTAINTY IN ORAG COEFFICIENT = .. L0041

28

T




= MACH NUMBER = — P99 — - oo - o

WIND TUNNEL DATA POINTS
" VALUES OF LIFT COEFFICIENT
e 50234 A PTO— -0 3324 — 4926 —e63IT—
—_ VALUES OF DRAG COEFFICIENT - _
«0152 <0169 J0272 <0468 <0803

——tIFT- COEFFICIENT OF INTEREST = — <3000 — ——————— —— -

STANDARD DEVIATION IN FIT =  ,0014 - —
CONFIDENCE INTERVAL = 80. ¥ - - -

——THE UNCERTAINTY IN DRAG COEFFICIENT = .- ,0027

29
(The reverse of this page is blank)







